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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 5-12, & 14-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 

Sakai. 

Sakai teaches a Distributed Electronic Catalog Component that is locally accessible by a 
user computer, where the Distributed Electronic Catalog Component corresponds to a read-only- 
memory (ROM) and includes a first image of a product (as required by claim 1). Examiner 
references Sakai Figures 1-2, column 7; lines 7-17 and column 8; lines 28-35: 

Examiner notes that the CD-ROM of Sakai represents that Distributed Electronic Catalog 
Component. In addition, Examiner notes that the example given by Sakai in column 8; lines 28- 
35 illustrates that image files (gif) of products are stored on the CD-ROM. 

Sakai further teaches a software module adapted to interface with a Web browser of the 
user computer, where the software module is configured to intercept a request from the Web 
browser to a Web server for a second image of the product that is intended to be included in a 
Web page of the product such that the request is not sent to the Web server when the first image 
of the product is available on the Distributed Electronic Catalog Component, and where the 
software module is further configured to retrieve the first image of the product from the 
Distributed Electronic Catalog Component and is configured to provide the first image of the 
product to the Web browser of the user computer such that the Web browser can display the Web 
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page as intended . Examiner references figures 1-2, column 7; lines 35-56 and column 8; lines 
28-35. 

Examiner notes that the URL in the tag data represents Applicant's request for the second 
image. Further, Sakai's obtaining step (Figure 2; numeral 202 and column 8; lines 31-35) 
represents intercepting the request and retrieving the first image from the CD-ROM. Examiner 
also notes that at this point the URL (request for second image) is not sent to the server which 
allows for presentation at a much higher speed (column 7; lines 48-52 and column 8; lines 38- 
40). 

Sakai further teaches the a Distributed Electronic Catalog Component is stored on a 
compact-disc read-only-memory (CD-ROM) as required by claim 2 (Figures 1-2, column 7; lines 
7-17) 

Sakai also teaches that the first image and the second image are identical, as required by 
Claim 3. Examiner references column 8; lines 60-61, where Sakai specifically states that in one 
embodiment a user not having the CD-ROM receives the exact same information as the user 
having the CD-ROM, this can only be true is the image on the CD-ROM (first image) and the 
image on the server (second image) are identical. 

Examiner notes that the application of Sakai applied to Claim 1 is the same as for Claim 
5. In particular, the file of claim 5 is the same as the image of claim 1 as Sakai specifically 
teaches an image file (column 9; lines 10-11). 
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Claim 6 requires the file to be a multimedia presentation. Sakai teaches an embodiment 
where the file corresponds to a multimedia presentation (column 9; lines 1-5). Examiner notes 
that the definition of multimedia is the combination of sound, graphics, animation and video 
(Microsoft Computer Dictionary). Therefore, Sakai 's storing an image of a music CD and parts 
of the melody clearly represents multimedia. 

Claims 7, 12, 17, 20 and 24 require that the communication between the Web browser 
and the Web server includes a dial-up connection. Sakai teaches the communication means 
includes a telephone line (column 1; lines 5-9). Examiner notes that a telephone line is a dial-up 
connection. 

Examiner notes that the application of Sakai applied to Claim 1 is the same as for Claim 
8. In particular, the content of claim 8 is the same as the image of claim 1 as an image is content. 

Claim 9 requires that a portion of the computer program be implemented as a plug-in to a 
Web browser. Examiner notes that plug ins permit the Web browser to access and execute files 
embedded in HTML documents that are in formats the browser normally would not recognize, 
such as many animation, video and audio files (Microsoft Computer Dictionary). Examiner once 
again references column 9; lines 1-5 that teaches parts of a song melodies are stored on the CD- 
ROM and played by the users. Examiner notes that to play the music files through the user's 
web browser the user must implement a plug-in to the web browser. 
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Examiner notes that the application of Sakai applied to Claim 1 is the same as for Claim 
10. In addition to the limitations taught by Sakai and described with relation to Claim 1, Sakai 
further teaches a means for allowing the request for the content to proceed to the e-commerce 
web site where the means for allowing is activate when the requested content is not present on 
the Distributed Electronic Catalog Component, a means for remotely retrieving the content from 
the e-commerce web site, where the means for remotely retrieving is activated when the 
requested content is not present on the Distributed Electronic Catalog Component and a means 
for providing the retrieved content to the web browser (column 8; lines 7-15). 

Claims 1 1 and 19 require that the system determine whether the content is present on the 
Distributed Electronic Catalog Component by comparing a URL for the requested content to a 
URL stored in the Distributed Catalog Component. Examiner notes that this is exactly what 
Sakai does (e.g. column 8; lines 31-35). 

Claims 14 and 21 require that the Distributed Electronic Catalog Component comprises 
an optical disk. Examiner notes that an optical disc is a compact disc (Microsoft Computer 
Dictionary) and Sakai teaches a CD-ROM (Figures 1-2, column 7; lines 7-17). 

Examiner notes that the application of Sakai applied to Claims 1 and 10 is the same as for 
Claim 15. In addition to the limitations taught by Sakai and described with relation to Claims 1 
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and 10, Sakai further teaches a means for using the web page to make a purchase (column 1; 
lines 26-29). 

Claims 16 and 23 requires that the Distributed Electronic Catalog Component 
corresponds to a type of read only memory. Sakai teaches a CD-ROM (Figures 1-2, column 7; 
lines 7-17). 

Examiner notes that the application of Sakai applied to Claims 1 and 10 is the same as for 
Claim 18. Examiner notes that claim 18 requires a delay while the system determines where the 
content will come from (either the server or the Distributed Electronic Catalog Component). 
Examiner notes that this delay is present in Sakai in order to allow the obtaining step to 
determine if the URL exists on the CD-ROM (column 8; lines 31-35). 

Examiner notes that the application of Sakai applied to Claims 1, 10 and 15 is the same as 
for Claim 22. 

Examiner notes that the application of Sakai applied to Claim 1 is the same as for Claim 
25. In addition, Sakai teaches receiving an indication of whether a Distributed Electronic 
Catalog Component is available in the user computer (column 14; lines 20-36). Examiner notes 
that the advisory message is an indication of whether the Distributed Electronic Catalog 
Component is available (mounted). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sakai. 
Sakai, as described in detail above, does not specifically teach that the first image is a 
larger file than the second image such that the first image is of higher quality. 
Examiner notes that Sakai does teach the following: 

1) In practice sending a vivid color photograph or a moving image increases the 
load on the customer such as telephone charges or waiting time, so the image quality has 
to be sacrificed (column 1; lines 33-37); 

2) The system of Sakai with a combination of CD-ROM and Internet can rapidly 
display high-quality image data (column 2; lines 14-20); 

3) The system of Sakai includes a first picture on a CD-ROM and a second 
picture on the server transmitted over the Internet (column 4; lines 25-27). 
Examiner notes that it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 

the time the invention was made to modify the system of Sakai so that the first picture is a larger 
file than the second such that the first image is of higher quality. One of ordinary skill would 
have been motivated to modify this reference so that when the user has the CD-ROM he/she 
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receives the highest quality image available and if a user must use the server he/she is not 
subjected to increased loads in the form of telephone charges and waiting times. 

Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sakai in view of 
Microsoft Computer Dictionary. 

Sakai, as described in detail above does not teach that the communication means is 
wireless. Microsoft Computer Dictionary teaches that the Wireless Application Protocol, the 
standard for providing Internet access and other data-based services, is old and well known. It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the communication means of Sakai to include a wireless modem as taught by 
Microsoft Computer Dictionary so that a user that carries a portable computer from place to 
place can have continuous access (see Microsoft Computer Dictionary definition of wireless 
LAN). 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sakai in view of 
King Jr. et al. 

Sakai, as described in detail above does not teach that the first content and the second 
content vary in price of the product. 

King Jr. et al. teaches that is old and well known for suppliers to offer different price 
schedules to different customers via catalogs (column 1; lines 20-25). King Jr. et al. further 
teaches the use of a Public Catalog with standard pricing remote from the user and a Private 
Catalog, local to the user with special (different) prices (column 2; lines 25-55). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the first content of Sakai to make it a different price than the 
second content as taught by King Jr, et al. One of ordinary skill would have been motivated to 
combine the references a described in order to allow the supplier to offer discount price 
schedules to his preferred customers via the CD-ROM catalog. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James A. Kramer whose telephone number is (703) 305-5241. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (8AM - 5PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Chilcot can be reached on (703) 305-4716. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866<=2 17-9 197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 
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